THE PEOBLEM OF TKUIH AND EEEOE

already known directly, what would be the need
of asserting an idea of it and claiming 'truth8 for
this ? Hows moreover, could the claim be tested, if,
as is admitted, the reality is not directly known?
To assert the (correspondence' must become a
groundless postulate about something which is
defined to transcend all knowledge. The corre-
spondence theory, then, does not test the truth-claim
of the assertion; it only gives a fresh definition of
ife. A ' true' thought, it says, is one which claims
to correspond with a ' reality.' But so does a false,
and hence the theory leaves us as we were, puzzled
to distinguish them.*

Yet the theory is not wholly wrong. Many of
our thoughts do claim to correspond with reality in
ways that can be verified. If the judgment * There
is a green carpet in my hall5 is taken to mean
flf I enter my hall, I shall see a green carpet/

* This same difficulty reappears in various forms, as
e.g., in a recent theory which makes the truth of a
judgment lie in its asserting a relation between different
objects, and not in the existence of those objects themselves.
This formula also applies as evidently to false judgments as
to true. It, too, brings no independent evidence of the exis-
tence of the objects referred tos and might fall into error
through asserting a relation between objects which did not
exist. It is, moreover, incapable of showing that a relation
corresponding to the idea we have of it really exists when we
judge that it does.